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will not affect reconstruction.
Figure 3: In both rows (Top: collection plane; Bottom: induction plane), the left

plot is a 1-D histogram displaying the distribution of pedestal values for all

wires in the given plane. The middle histogram shows this value plotted Future PlanS
against channel number. (Channel number equals wire number.) The right
plots are 1-D histograms of the RMS values for each wire.
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Figure 1: Shows a candidate neutrino event
from ArgoNeuT, a small liquid argon TPC.

http://t962.fnal.gov/Images.htm This project has two future goals that it wants to

pursue. The first is to automate the analysis that
was done so that it will constantly be updated
when the detector is running. Another avenue
that looks fruitful to pursue is to examine how
the pedestal values, and especially the RMS of
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LArIAT, LArTPC in a test beam, is an R&D
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one minute of data taking, that were purposefully

left empty to examine pedestal values. LArSoft,

LArlIATSoft, and ROOT were used to do the

analysis.

August 2016 2= Fermilab (7 ENERGY | oY




